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Parliaments, and it may be hoped that a dispute on
which so much can be pleaded on both sides may soon
be settled in a prudent spirit of reconciliation.
The Ottawa Agreements have elicited in the Do-
minions a mixed response. In Australia and New Zea-
land they have been denounced as endangering the
protective policy of these countries, and have been
defended by Mr. Lyons and Mr. Forbes on the score
that in principle nothing is changed. In Canada Mr.
Mackenzie King has disapproved the scale of conces-
sions to the United Kingdom and deprecated the spirit
of hard bargaining involved, while General Smuts has
deplored the failure to attain greater concessions for
the Union. Mr. Scullin has emphasised the constitu-
tional objection to any effort to bind future Parlia-
ments, and unquestionably, in view of the brief dura-
tion of the Commonwealth Parliament., the period of
five years is open to criticism of a much more serious
kind than that pressed by Sir Herbert Samuel in the
case of the United Kingdom. It must be noted that the
impression appears to be general that a new Parliament
will be free to refuse to continue the .agreements in
operation if they are deemed to run counter to national
interests. If this is the case, the distinction between
them and international obligations becomes very
marked, and it is significant that no provision is made
in them for settlement of differences of view by any
form of arbitral tribunal. The discussions, however,
have made it clear that too much stress must not be
laid on the compacts as preventing the disruption of
an Empire whose bonds are now dangerously weak.